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March 20, 2007 


Robert G. 1 Lancaster 
Voice: (314) 259-23)7 
rg1ancastet@bryancave.c< >m 


Express Mail No. EV495596079US 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Re: U.S. Patent Application No. 10/768,549 
Filed: January 30, 2004 
Tide: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR 
WEIGHING DIVIDED PORTIONS 
Our Reference Number: C019836/0101147 

Sir: 

We are enclosing papers on behalf of applicant for the above-referenced patent 
application. The papers are: 

1 . Certificate of Express Mailing; 

2. Transmittal letter; 

3. Response to Office Action; and 

4. Return postcard. 

No fee is currendy due. If it is determined that a fee is required, please charge any 
additional fees to Deposit Account No. 02-4467. Should you have any questions 
regarding the enclosed materials, please do not hesitate to contact us. Please date- 
stamp and return the enclosed postcard. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Robert G. Lancaster 

RGL/kh 

Enclosures 



Bryan Cave LLP 

One Metropolitan Square 
211 North Broadway 
Suite 3600 

St. Louis, M0 63102-2750 
Tel {314)259-2000 
Fax (314) 259-2020 
www.bryancave.com 

Chicago 
Hong Kong 
Irvine 

Jefferson City 
Kansas City 
Kuwait 
Los Angeles 
New York 
Phoenix 
Shanghai 
St. Louis 
Washington, DC 

And Bryan Cave, 

A Muftin a tional Pa rtn e rship, 

London 


Express Mail No.: EV495596079US 
Docket No.: C19836/101147 


IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


In re Application of: 

PAUL HEBENSTREIT 

Serial No.: 10/768,549 

Filed: January 30, 2004 

For: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR 
WEIGHING DIVIDED PORTIONS 

RESPONSE TO Fir 


) Examiner: Randy W. Gibson 
) Art Unit: 2841 

March 20, 2007 

OFFICE ACTION 


REMARKS 


Applicant has amended independent Claims 1,12 and 13 of this application to 
more particularly point out his invention, including the complete physical separation between the 
weigh station and the drive motor provided by Applicant's disengagable motor drive. 

In the December 22, 2006 Office action, the Examiner has withdrawn his rejection 
of Claims 1-7 and 12-19 as anticipated by Krolopp, U.S. patent no. 3,539,028,based upon 
Applicant's amendment of independent Claims 1,12 and 13 to more particularly point out his 
invention, including the complete physical separation between the weigh station and the drive 
motor provided by Applicant's disengagable motor drive. However, the Examiner has 
mistakenly maintained his rejection of dependent Claims 8-1 1 and 20 as obvious over Krolopp in 
view of Smith et al., U.S. patent no. 4,130,171, and Claim 21 as obvious over Krolopp in view of 


